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Appeals from the United States District Court for the Wstern
District of Virginia, at Roanoke. Janmes C. Turk, District Judge.
(CA-95-1069-R, CA-95-1070-R, CA-95-1071-R CA-95-1072-R, CA-95-
1073-R)

Submitted: February 7, 1996 Deci ded: February 26, 1996

Bef or e MURNAGHAN and W LLI AMS, Circuit Judges, and PHI LLI PS, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Frank Ervin Altizer, Jr., Appellant Pro Se.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's orders denying
relief on his 42 U.S.C. § 1983 (1988) conplaints. W have revi ewed
the records and the district court's opinions and find no rever-

sible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the dis-

trict court. Altizer v. Deeds, No. CA-95-1069-R Altizer .

Angel one, Nos. CA-95-1070-R CA-95-1071-R CA-95-1073-R Al tizer v.
Young, No. CA-95-1072-R (WD. Va. Cct. 6 & 10, 1995). We di spense
with oral argunent because the facts and |legal contentions are
adequately presentedinthe nmaterials before the court and ar gunent

woul d not aid the decisional process.
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